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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . The Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 35 USC 1 02, 
been fully considered and are persuasive, at least because Ausborn does not: group a 
plurality of roots selected form a set of roots to form a word (claim 1 ) f represent all 
concepts (claim 8), have a root including a most significant field in which the readable 
value designates a general abstract concept and field in which the readable value 
designates a narrower concept (claim 14, wherein the readable values are identical), 
have an each field represented by bits of data forming words (claim 18), have a plurality 
of fields representing subclass of the general abstract class of ideas (claim 21 ), have 
each word root forming the word (claim 24) . Therefore, the rejections have been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 4, 
[2], line 1, "The word 10" is objected to, "10" is not a word, and there is not location in 
the drawings that indicates the assumed reference numeral. In [9], lines 1-3, "In Figure 

3. ...an "electronics teacher" may be represented by an alternate root of teaching, a 
base root of worker, a destination..." The drawings do not reflect this information 
accurately. In line 7, "It is can also be" is grammatically incorrect. In [12] line 6, "In the 
illustrated example, "cat" has five roots." The Examiner is unable to locate cat in any 
illustrated example. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
several alleged "illustrated" features, (for example in Fig. 1, the reference to item 10) as 
described in the specification. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper 
understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 
608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required 
in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1 , 14, 16, 22, and 26 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 
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In claim 1 , line 7, "plurality roots" should probably be - -plurality of roots- 
In claim 14, line 3, "each field" has ambiguity issues, wherein - -each of the 
fields- - or - -each of the plurality of fields- - would resolve the issue, in lines 8 
and 9, "the root" should probably be "in the root". 
In claim 16, line 2, "definitional should probably be - -definitional- 
In claim 22, p. 18, line 5, "representing subclass" should probably be - - 
representing a subclass- - or - -representing subclasses- -, in line 3, "a plurality of 
fields" should probably be - -the plurality of fields- -. In claim 26, "the 
characteristic of represented by" should probably be - -the characteristic 
represented by- -. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-13, and 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the disclosure in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

In claim 1 , lines 8 and 7, "grouping a plurality roots selected from the set of roots 
to form a word" is not enabled by the spec. The Examiner is unable to determine 
from the disclosure how the word is formed, from the roots. More specifically, in 
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the disclosure, specification, page 6, para [7], lines 1 and 2, "Roots are combined 
to define words", page 7, para [8] line 6-9, "by combining roots in this 
multidimensional manner, each value for each field has significant meaning. 
Each root narrows the meaning of each word, yet each root may be processed in 
a similar manner and in parallel to extract the meaning of the word". Page 9, [12], 
line 1, "Each word is comprised of roots that provide meaning to the words.". The 
Examiner notes that the combined roots do not form a word in any of the 
broadest sense of interpretation, wherein the forming of a word comprises 
generating the word and not the definition or meanings or grouped meanings of 
the word. The Examiner advises the applicant to specify where in disclosure a 
word is formed from the roots. 

Claims 18, 24-27 set forth similar limitations and therefore rejected for the same 
reasons and under the same rationale. Claims 2-7, and 28 are rejected as being 
dependent upon their rejected parent claims. 

In claim 8, "A method of representing all concepts" is without bound, wherein the 

applicant does not provide enablement for "all" concepts known to mankind. 

Claims 9-13 are rejected as being dependent upon their rejected parent claim. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 6, 14-23, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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In claim 18, line 2, "a processor including a register for simultaneously receiving 
bits of data" is unclear and confusing. The Examiner is unable to determine what 
is "simultaneous" or simultaneously occurring. 

In claim 14, line 6, "the readable value" renders the claim inconclusive. The 

Examiner is unable to decipher if the readable value is the same readable value 

given to the most significant field, or a different readable value. 

Claims 15-17, and 19-20 are rejected as being dependent upon a rejected base 

claim 

9. In claim 6, line 3, "the tree-type taxonomy" lacks antecedent basis. In claim 9, 
lines 1 and 3, "the word" lacks antecedent basis. In claim 12, "the negative" lacks 
antecedent basis. In claim 21, p.18, line 5, "the general abstract class" lacks 
antecedent basis. In claim 27, "the step of combining" lacks antecedent basis. In claim 
28, "the step of combining" lacks antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 22 and 23 are rejected as being dependent upon a rejected parent claim 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lamont M. Spooner whose telephone number is 
571/272-7613. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571/272-7602. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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